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Chapter New South Wales legislation had been passed for a
	*   44-hours week and for payment for that week at the
rate which would be payable under current awards for
any longer week thereby provided. It was claimed by
the State that workers under federal awards enjoying
a 48-houis week must be paid the full sum for 44 hours'
work, but the Court now refused to accept this reason-
ing. It insisted that, as the power to make an award
was given by Commonwealth law, that award out-
weighed any State law, however clear. Thus the whole
of State industrial policy is dependent on the view
taken by the Commonwealth Court—not Parliament—
as to the terms of awards, and the deliberate will of the
electorate on this issue was made liable to nullification
by a Court wholly irresponsible to it, and not neces-
sarily in any touch with public feeling either in the
State or the Commonwealth as a whole. The judgement,
however, in its exaltation of the Commonwealth
authority, was entirely in accord with the earlier
rulings in Commonwealth v. Queensland1 that the federal
Parliament could exempt federal loans from State in-
come tax, and in Davoren v. Commissioner of Taxation2
that State officers must pay federal income tax. Far
more important than these cases was the decision in
jR. v. Brisbane Licensing Court3 that the federal Act
forbidding the taking of State votes on the day of the
elections was valid, so that a liquor referendum taken
in Brisbane on the day of the polls was invalid. This
was clearly an extreme application of the supremacy
of Commonwealth law.
The doctrine of State sovereignty was also to be
1 (1920), 29 C.L.R. 1.	2 29 A.L.E. 129.
3 (1920), 28 C.L.R. 23.

